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International Bureau (POT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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INFORMAL PATENT APPLICATION (PTO-152) which gives reason(s) why the oath or declaration is deficient. 

6. D CORRECTED DRAWINGS ( as "replacement sheets") must be submitted. 

(a) □ including changes required by the Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review ( PTO-948) attached 

1) □ hereto or 2) □ to Paper No./Mail Date . 

(b) □ including changes required by the attached Examiner's Amendment / Comment or in the Office action of 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments, see pages 1-3, filed 10/25/04, with respect to Claim 1 
have been fully considered and are persuasive. The rejection of 7/22/04 has been 
withdrawn. 

Reasons for Allowance 

Upon the initial reading of the subject matter found in claim 1, the Examiner 
noted marked similarities to the Montgomery Multiplication Method. Minor differences 
between applicant's function, and the Montgomery MultipUcation Method were however 
found. 

The Examiner initially rejected the comparing of the sum of the Zi values with the 
sum of two products, the first product being the product of sums of the Ai and Bi terms, 
and the second product being the product of the sums of the Ni and Yi terms. 

In the previous rejection, the Examiner mapped the following claim elements with the 
prior art. 

Comparing the sum of the Z, values with the sum of two products, the first product being 
the product of the sums of the Ai and Bi terms, and the second product being the product 
of the sums of the Ni and Yi terms, where the sum of the Zi values (A of 1436) are 
compared using the sums of two products( Xiy and Uim) from 2.2 of 1436. 
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Upon further examination though, it would appear that while a sum of the Zi values is 
present (as A) and first and second products are present as shown in 2.2 of 14.36, and a 
comparison is present as shown in Item 3, this comparison is not with A against the sum 
of two products. Instead in the Montgomery Multiplication method, the comparison of A 
is performed against another value m. 

While a seemingly small difference, the Examiner notes that in the cryptographic 
art dealing with mathematical functions, even small difference in equations can have 
drastically different mathematical implications and provide a new set of relationships. 

For this reason, the rejection of 7/22/04 has been withdrawn. 
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